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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are 
postponed. 

The Chair understands that amend-
ment No. 453 will not be offered. 

Pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, 
further consideration of H.R. 4350 is 
postponed. 

f 

WHAT INJUSTICE LOOKS LIKE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GREEN) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
and still I rise, Mr. Speaker, and I rise 
tonight to preview a resolution that I 
hope to present to the entirety of the 
Congress for a vote. It is H. Res. 670. 

I rise tonight to present this resolu-
tion because of what I have seen, by 
way of television, at the southern bor-
der. What I have seen is more than de-
plorable, more than horrific. For me, it 
is inhumane. And here is the resolution 
that I hope to have my colleagues give 
consideration to. 

Resolution condemning the inhu-
mane treatment of Haitian migrants at 
the southern border of the United 
States. 

Whereas, some U.S. Customs—might 
I pause to indicate that we should ac-
centuate the word some, not all, not all 
U.S. customs agents are engaged in 
this abhorrent behavior, this inhumane 
behavior. Not all. I would never say all. 
I would never intend all. 

I am in Congress today, I believe, be-
cause of an uncle who was a deputy 
sheriff, and he was a person that I had 
great respect for, great admiration for, 
and he proclaimed when I was a very 
young child that I would be a lawyer. I 
didn’t know what a lawyer was but, be-
cause of the respect that I had for him 
and the belief that he was right, I 
wanted to be a lawyer. And from that 
moment forward, from being a young 
child, less than 10 years of age, I want-
ed to be a lawyer. Hence, I went to law 
school and, by fortuitous circumstance, 
I happened to have been associated 
with a professor at the law school who 
was running for public office, which 
caused me to find my way into politics. 

So I owe a lot to just a sentence, a 
statement from someone who was en-
gaged in law enforcement that I had 
great respect for. 

So, whereas, some U.S. Customs Bor-
der Patrol agents, not all, have treated 
Haitian migrants inhumanely, charg-
ing them on horseback, while using 
reins as lashes; now, therefore, be it re-
solved that the House of Representa-
tives condemns and denounces the ac-
tions of those Customs and Border Pa-
trol agents. 

Note that I said of ‘‘those’’ Customs 
and Border Patrol agents, only the 
ones who engaged in this despicable be-
havior. 

Resolved that the House of Rep-
resentatives condemns and denounces 
the actions of those Customs and Bor-
der Patrol agents who confronted 
some, not all of the Haitians, but some 
Haitian migrants on horseback, using 
their reins as lashes. 

I believe that the same House that 
has condemned its Members for con-
duct thought to be unbecoming; the 
same House that has condemned the 
behavior of people who are not associ-
ated with this House; it has been done. 
I believe that this same House should 
condemn the conduct of these agents, 
the conduct, what they did. Their con-
duct should be condemned. 

Now, why do I take such a strong po-
sition? 

I take such a strong position, because 
I know what injustice looks like. I 
have had persons in my lifetime to do 
some very ugly things and require 
some ugly things of me. 

I was required to sit in the back of 
the bus. I know what injustice looks 
like. 

I know what it tastes like. I had to 
drink from filthy, colored water foun-
tains. White water fountain; colored 
water fountain. White water fountain; 
pristine, clean. Colored water fountain; 
filthy. But that is what I was relegated 
to. 

I know what it smells like. I had to 
go into necessary facilities. That is 
what we call it in the law, but a nec-
essary facility is nothing more than a 
toilet. And I was forced to go into 
these filthy toilets. And this is where I 
would have to wash my hands in a 
filthy facility with water that some-
times was colored in its own being. It 
was brown. 

So I know what it looks like; I know 
what it tastes like; I know what it 
smells like. But I also know what it 
hurts like. 

I know what it is like to be required 
to leave a seat so that someone else 
could take a seat. I know what that 
feels like. I know what it feels like to 
have to step off the sidewalk to let 
other persons pass. This was the seg-
regated south that I grew up in. 

I am a son of the segregated south. 
The rights and privileges that the Con-
stitution recognized for me, my neigh-
bors in the segregated south denied me. 
So I know what injustice is like. 

I also know what invidious discrimi-
nation is like, but tonight let’s just 
talk about injustice. And because I 
know what it looks like, I also know 
how it behaves. 

Injustice is not static, it is dynamic. 
It is like this pandemic. It is like the 
virus. It can metamorphose. 

Do not assume that the injustice in-
flicted upon some today will not be in-
flicted upon others tomorrow. Do not 
assume that injustice will only find its 
way to those who look like me. Injus-
tice has a way of metamorphosing into 
a hate that can consume all of us. 

With this understanding, I want to 
just share some of what I see as I re-
flect on what happened at the border. 

This is something that I believe to be 
relevant, in that this is a depiction of 
where Black people were at one time in 
this country. If you will look to the far 
end of this picture, it is actually a por-
trait, if you will. You will see a person 
on a horse, and he has a whip and he 
seems to be screaming, and he seems to 
be about to use this whip; he is about 
to lash this person who is between him 
and another person on a horse. 

Now, what is to be noticed about this 
is that the person who is on foot, this 
person seems to have his hands in a po-
sition of surrender; doesn’t have a 
weapon; doesn’t seem to be a threat to 
men on horses. 

And if you will note, there is a rope 
that has him tethered to the horse or 
the man in front of it. 

And if you will note, look at his eyes, 
if you can see his eyes. He has a look of 
regret and sorrow. He has a look of a 
person who wishes that he could some-
how express something that would 
cause his condition to subside. He 
seems to be pleading with the person in 
front of him, possibly realizing what is 
about to happen as a result of what the 
person behind him will do. 

This is a sad commentary on our 
country. It is a sad commentary on 
what the United States of America 
was. It is a sad commentary. It is 
something we don’t like to discuss. We 
don’t want to acknowledge, we don’t 
want it taught in our schools that this 
is the truth about a bygone era in this 
country. 

But you can’t escape the truth. Truth 
crushed to Earth will rise again. This 
is a sad commentary. 

Let’s move forward. 
By the way, the prior depiction was 

from 1817. 
This depiction occurred at the Ed-

mund Pettus Bridge. All in Congress 
are aware of the Edmund Pettus Bridge 
because the Honorable John Lewis was 
here, and we all know his story of what 
happened at the Edmund Pettus 
Bridge. 

John Lewis and I were friends. The 
Honorable John Lewis and I were 
friends. We went to jail together sev-
eral times. We talked to each other 
while we were in jail. John Lewis was 
in jail the same as he was with us. He 
was a wonderful, marvelous person, and 
I miss him. I believe we do, all of us. 

But I remember him explaining how 
you cannot tolerate injustice. You 
can’t. Those who tolerate injustice per-
petuate injustice. Some things bear re-
peating. Those who tolerate injustice 
perpetuate injustice. 

This gathering at the Edmund Pettus 
Bridge was about people who were no 
longer going to tolerate injustice. They 
made their minds up. 

If you have ever been to the Edmund 
Pettus Bridge, and if you haven’t been 
there, you should go. The Edmund 
Pettus Bridge has a crest such that 
when you initially approach it, you 
can’t readily see what lies on the other 
side. You don’t know what your fate is, 
if there is something that would harm 
you on the other side. 
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When you march across the Edmund 
Pettus Bridge and you reach that crest, 
you can see what your fate is, if there 
are persons of ill will waiting for you. 

These marchers, on what is known 
now as Bloody Sunday, were marching 
up the Edmund Pettus Bridge from 
Selma to Montgomery. They had no 
weapons. They had no means of defend-
ing themselves against persons who 
had clubs. But their fate, they saw. 
Yet, they marched on. As they were 
confronted by the constabulary, they 
marched on. 

I have often thought, if they had re-
sisted and put up a fight, would Bloody 
Sunday have the same representation, 
the same meaning that it has now be-
cause when these images were shown 
around the world, it gave a President 
the opportunity to take some affirma-
tive action to bring about significant 
change. 

But this is what was happening on 
Bloody Sunday. You see, there are men 
on horses. These men on horses are 
moving toward the Edmund Pettus 
Bridge, which you can see in the dis-
tance, and you can see that there are 
other men moving this way. In here, 
you have peaceful protesters, just 
marching. 

This is a representation that a good 
many persons of African ancestry have 
indelibly printed within their memory. 
Bloody Sunday changed our lives be-
cause there were people who were will-
ing to make great sacrifices so that we 
could confront injustice, not tolerate 
it. They didn’t tolerate it. 

Now, let’s fast-forward. This is a de-
piction, a true and accurate depiction, 
I believe, of what I have seen televised 
and of what happened at our southern 
border. 

If you didn’t have to sit in the back 
of the bus, if you didn’t have to step off 
the sidewalk to let others pass, if you 
have never had a cross burned—I say 
‘‘in my honor’’—but burned in your 
yard, you may not see what I see. You 
may see agents doing their job, trying 
to make sure that people who are in-
vading our country are prevented from 
invading our country. This is what you 
may see. 

But I believe people of goodwill, re-
gardless of who, when people of good-
will see this, people of goodwill are of 
the opinion that this is an injustice. I 
don’t believe that people of goodwill 
who never have experienced what I 
have experienced and seen these other 
representations, I don’t believe that 
people of goodwill can see a means by 
which we can justify this kind of be-
havior. 

This is behavior that we cannot tol-
erate in a country that pledges alle-
giance to liberty and justice for all. 
You can’t tolerate this in a country 
that requires in some places respect for 
the flag. I believe that you can respect 
the flag if you choose to. But there are 
some places in the country where peo-
ple want to require—maybe I should 
say ‘‘want to require’’ you to respect 

the flag. I believe you respect the flag 
because you respect what it stands for. 

I say the Pledge of Allegiance. You 
cannot tag me as a flag burner, but I 
respect those who want to burn it. You 
have every right to do so, and I will re-
spect your right to burn it. But I am 
not a flag burner. I believe in the coun-
try and what it stands for, the ideals of 
this country. 

If you believe in the ideals of liberty 
and justice for all—not all who were 
born here, by the way, but all, regard-
less of your race, creed, color, or your 
place of origin. This is what this coun-
try stands for. If you stand for this, 
there is no way you can tolerate this. 

If you stand for we the people, if you 
stand for a more perfect Union, you 
can’t tolerate this. It can’t just be an-
other thing that happened and let’s go 
on with our lives. 

I am not a person who believes that 
we should simply live and let live. I am 
not a live-and-let-liver. Live and let 
live, to me, means I live my life; you 
live your life; I am not going to get in 
your way and don’t you get in my way. 
That is not my philosophy. 

I believe in live and help live. If I see 
someone in harm’s way, I believe I 
have a duty, a moral obligation, a 
moral imperative, to do what I can to 
help that person in harm’s way. 

These persons are in harm’s way. We 
have a moral imperative to help these 
persons. That is why I am presenting 
this resolution. It is a part of a moral 
imperative. 

To be very honest with you, I hope 
every Member will vote for it. I hope 
the leadership will allow it to come to 
the floor. To be very honest, to be to-
tally, completely, and absolutely hon-
est, if no one votes for it, I am going to 
present it. 

I have a responsibility, and I am 
going to live up to my responsibility. I 
didn’t come here to just get along so 
that I could move along. 

We have a moral imperative to be 
helpful. Let me expound upon this im-
perative for just a second or two. 

There is something called TPS, tem-
porary protective status. TPS has been 
accorded to Haitians who are residents 
in the country prior to a certain date. 
TPS means that we won’t send them 
back to Haiti because we have con-
cluded that it would not be safe for 
them to go back to Haiti. So, we are 
not sending them back. 

That is TPS, except if you are at the 
southern border, except if you are at 
the southern border and you are trying 
to get into this country. Then we send 
you back, and we do so under another 
section of the law. 

But I have to ask myself: How can we 
rationalize saying that it is okay to 
send them back, these persons, when 
we already have said that other per-
sons from the same country deserve 
temporary protection, the temporary 
protective status? 

Then you have to ask yourself about 
these people. Where are they from? 
Where did they come from just before 

getting here? Where did they come 
from? My guess is they didn’t swim 
across the Gulf of Mexico a week or 
two before. No, the facts are that they 
didn’t and that many of them have 
been living in places south of the bor-
der for years, some more than 10 years. 

So, we decide that persons who are 
protected with TPS, not these persons, 
but who are going to go to a country 
where persons are not going to be sent 
because it is not safe to send them 
there, we decide that is where we are 
going to send these people who haven’t 
been there in 10 years—not these spe-
cific people, but Haitians who are out 
there among the throngs of people, out 
there among the throngs under the 
bridge at the southern border. We de-
cided we are going to send them to 
Haiti. 

I was in a hearing just recently with 
the experts, the people who know. My 
question was: When we send people to 
Haiti who haven’t been there in a dec-
ade, what do we give them? What kind 
of help do we give them? 

Well, here is what we give them: a 
cell phone and some money, not a lot 
of money. At the time, there was no 
real answer as to how much. My guess 
is not a lot. 

By the way, this doesn’t just happen 
to Haitians, this sending back. Mr. 
Jose Escobar, who lives in my district, 
went to report to the authorities with 
his wife and child. They took him from 
his wife and his child, with $20 in his 
pocket, and sent him to El Salvador. 
He hadn’t been to El Salvador in 15 
years. 

He came here by virtue of a desire to 
escape harm’s way. His mother re-
ceived TPS, brought him here as a 
child, about 15 years of age, but he 
didn’t get TPS—some mixup in the pa-
perwork. So they had been trying for 
years to right the wrong in terms of 
the mixup in paperwork. 

It took 2 years to bring Mr. Escobar 
home. But my staff and I worked for 2 
years, and I went to El Salvador myself 
multiple times. We brought Mr. 
Escobar home. 

I am not giving up on the Escobars of 
the world, and I am not giving up on 
these persons. I don’t know them, but I 
have a moral obligation to make sure 
that an injustice is not tolerated. 

Now, let’s talk about one additional 
thing. 

I suppose I could leave this up. 
Maybe this person had done something 
wrong. I can’t see why we would have 
this, what appears to be the reins of 
the horse moving in his direction. 

But here is what is interesting. In all 
the shots that I saw, the reins were al-
ways on the side where the people 
were. The reins weren’t off on this side. 
They were on the side where the people 
were. If you want to make the argu-
ment that they were not using reins as 
lashes, you can. But I find it highly co-
incidental—too much of a coincidence 
to be a coincidence—that the reins are 
always on the side with the people. 

I think I will leave it. 
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Friends, these are similar moments 

in time, moments in time that can im-
pact the rest of time. Tolerate this and 
you are not seeing the last of it. That 
is why I believe that we in this House 
should take up a resolution that con-
demns the actions. 

I am not condemning the person. I 
am condemning what the person is 
doing. He is entitled to due process. 
But in the court of public opinion, and 
based on what my eyes see, this behav-
ior should not be tolerated. 

Someone has said, well, you need to 
hear his side of the story. I don’t mind 
hearing his side of the story. But I also 
understand what I see. 

You can explain anything away in to-
day’s culture and today’s time with the 
mindsets that we have in this country. 
You can explain anything away. But I 
believe my eyes. You don’t have to be-
lieve yours. I believe my eyes. This is 
wrong. This is an injustice, not some-
thing that this House should tolerate. 

I have already sent the letter, I be-
lieve—as I was leaving my office, I 
asked my staff to send it—to leader-
ship, asking that the resolution be 
heard. 

It is not a privileged resolution. For 
those who don’t know, a privileged res-
olution is one that does not require the 
consent of leadership to be brought to 
the floor for a vote. This is not a privi-
leged resolution, so we have to have 
the consent. 

b 1930 
It is no secret that I am making the 

request. I have great respect for all of 
the leadership in this Congress, on both 
sides of the aisle, but I want to let peo-
ple know that I am going to ask that 
the resolution be voted on. It is very 
simple. It is not difficult to com-
prehend. There is nothing enigmatic 
about it. It is very pragmatic, in my 
mind’s eye. 

But I want it to be brought to the 
floor. And I want people to know that 
we who represent the people of this 
country—we who represent the people 
of this country will not tolerate this 
kind of behavior. 

I believe that if we do so, we will pre-
vent many other persons from having 
to suffer the same kind of injustice. I 
think we have a moral imperative to 
bring this to the floor. 

I will close with this. C. A. Tindley 
shared these words that I will para-
phrase. He reminds us that: 

‘‘Harder yet may be the fight; 
right may often yield to might; 
wickedness a while may reign; 
Satan’s cause may seem to gain. 
There is a God that rules above, 
with hand of power and heart of love;’’ 
And when I am right, that God will help me 

fight. 
Harder yet may be the fight. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

UNPRECEDENTED CRISES IN 
AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
AUCHINCLOSS). Under the Speaker’s an-

nounced policy of January 4, 2021, the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. JOHN-
SON) is recognized for 60 minutes as the 
designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, what a mess we have here on 
our hands. Make no mistake, our coun-
try was facing numerous crises when 
we all left here for the August district 
work period, and now it has only got-
ten worse. 

Because of the backwards Biden poli-
cies, we have a number of crises, un-
precedented crises like our country has 
never faced, all at one time. 

We have an economic crisis where 
jobs remain stalled and consumer 
prices continue to soar at their highest 
rate in 40 years. 

We have a border crisis. Everybody 
can see that. It is impossible to over-
state what a disaster it has become. We 
all see these horrific videos showing 
over 10,000 illegal migrants being 
housed under a bridge in the hot Texas 
sun. 

In August alone over 208,000 illegal 
aliens were encountered at our border 
by our law enforcement, what is left of 
it, the Border Patrol, Customs agents. 
Our border security is overwhelmed, 
and they can’t do the job that they are 
hired to do. 

We have a national security crisis. 
On Friday, of course, tragically we 
learned that President Biden’s disas-
trous Afghanistan exit was topped off 
by a drone strike that killed 10 civil-
ians, including 7 children and zero ter-
rorists. 

After nearly two months of district 
work away from Washington, instead 
of coming back here early to deal with 
all these unprecedented crises, the 
Democrat leadership waited, and so 
now here we are. 

What do they have for us now? What 
do they have on the docket to handle 
all these crises? Well, we have a bill to 
legalize abortion on demand until 
birth, we have a bill to spend another 
$3.5 trillion, and they are pushing one 
of the largest tax increases in our Na-
tion’s history. 

Their answer for the American peo-
ple, their answer to us, their answer to 
stalled jobs and rising inflation and a 
humanitarian crisis and a foreign pol-
icy crisis and all the rest is more abor-
tion, trillions more in spending, and 
more tax hikes. 

This is not what was advertised. This 
is not what the American people want 
or need. 

You will hear a lot tonight about the 
Democrats’ abortion on demand until 
birth legislation. We are talking about 
it tonight. My colleagues who will be 
joining me here tonight, many will 
speak to this issue because it is one of 
the darkest, most brazen, most ex-
treme bills ever brought to this floor. 
It would legalize on-demand abortion 
until birth. It would remove nearly all 
pro-life protections for the unborn, and 
it would abolish laws that prevent even 
late-term abortion. It is barbaric, and 
it must be stopped. 

I am so fortunate to be joined to-
night by so many colleagues who share 
my concerns about this to discuss all 
these monstrous proposals and these 
terrible disasters that we are facing 
and to offer our competing vision for 
the future of this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. GROTHMAN). 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, first 
of all, I want to respond a little bit to 
the statement made prior to the gen-
tleman from Louisiana. I think maybe 
some of the public was misled into be-
lieving that people, the Haitians cross-
ing our southern border are coming 
here from Haiti. They are actually liv-
ing quite comfortably or at least ade-
quately in Brazil and Chile and are not 
coming here out of necessity. 

They are coming here because of a 
change in policy in special immigra-
tion status instituted by the Biden ad-
ministration which, as expected, has 
resulted in Haitians coming here from 
other countries than Chile. 

Now, tonight there are many issues 
that should be debated. We have the 
crisis at the border. We still have the 
crisis in Afghanistan, we have more 
mundane inflation here at home, we 
have the racial hatred trying to be in-
cited by the majority party. 

But in the midst of all these other 
issues, they have decided on Friday, 
over 220 of them are planning to vote 
on something called the Women’s 
Health Protection Act. I haven’t seen a 
more morally reprehensible piece of 
legislation in all my time in public life. 

This legislation is going to legalize 
abortion up to the date of birth. So you 
understand, right now that will put us 
as one of seven countries worldwide 
who are in that ballpark, and only 
three other countries would have a bill 
so extreme—Red China, North Korea, 
and Vietnam—all countries in the re-
cent past—and things have turned 
around a little in China—countries 
that proudly shut down religion and in 
particular Christianity, though it has 
bounced back a little in China. 

So there we are. Are you proud? 
United States, North Korea, North 
Vietnam, Red China. 

This bill will legalize abortion up to 
the date of birth. Unbelievable. You 
have to realize in this country 
throughout most of our history abor-
tion was illegal. Abortion was illegal 
even though we didn’t have 
ultrasounds, and it wasn’t so obvious 
how horrific it is. 

So what did we respond to with about 
50 years of ultrasounds in this country? 
We look at those ultrasounds, and we 
send people to Congress who say: Let’s 
kill those children. 

I also want to point out there are 
some moderating bills around the var-
ious States which were designed to at 
least give the people some ability to 
back away from some of these horrific 
abortions. 

When I was in the State legislature, 
I authored a bill, it was a 24-hour wait-
ing period bill, and I talked to plenty 
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